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ebruary 7, I99

Colonel David F. Fink, P.E., USAF
Base Civil Engineer
Headquarters, 7th Support Group (SAC)
Carswell Air Force Base, texas 76127—5000

Re: RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) Workplan
Hazardous Waste Permit No. HW—50289
Solid Waste Registration No. 65004

Dear Colonel Fink:

The Texas Water Commission has reviewed the RFI Workplan dated
October 7, 1991 which discusses the investigative work to be
performed on the solid waste management unit No. 62 (landfill IJFEE
No. 6) located at Carswell Air Force Base. r

CIVI
The evaluation of the RFI Workplan indicates that the proposed
activities do not completely fulfill the requirements of Provision
VIII. (the RFI portion of hazardous waste permit No. HW-50289). ? D
This provision requires submitting a workplan which will determine , 19if a release to the environment of hazardous waste or hazardous m_
constituents has occurred at the subject unit. Therefore we
request that within sixty days of the date of this letter you
resubmit an amended original RFI Workplan and two identical copies,
and incorporate the following items which were insufficiently
addressed in the original submittal:

On page 15 of the workplan, you indicate that drums of
hydraulic fluid may be interred at the site. In addition, you ji ""1.

suggest that there is a strong possibility that other flT,
containers of waste having hazardous constituents may occupy
the same landfill. ___
On page 16 of the workplan you indicate that a magnetometer
survey is planned in order to assist in locating the buried
drums. However, your workplan fails to discuss how you will
confirm the presence of these drums.

We find it appropriate, at this time, to point out that this SWMU
is similar to SWNU No. 24; where you uncovered and exhumed several
waste—bearing drums.
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Therefore, we require that you adjust the workplan for SWMU No. 62
to contain the following components:

1) Upon locating strong "local magnetic attractions" which
suggest buried drums you will uncover, and if
appropriate, remove the drums.

2) Your workplan must ddress the contingency of disposing
or processing of contaminated soil.

3) Your workplan must discuss the procedure for isolating or
removing other waste—bearing containers.

We suggest you review the successes and failures experienced at
SWMU No. 24, and adjust the workplan for SWMU No. 62 accordingly.

Please note that you will not receive a separate notice of
deficiency letter covering your RFI workplan submittal from the
U.S.E.P.A. Rather, this and subsequent reviews of your RFI
Workplan will be provided exclusively by the TWC.

Further evaluation of your RFI Workplans will continue upon receipt
of your response to this request. If you have questions or
comments, please contact Alan P. Church, P.E. at AC512/463-8020.

Sincerely,

Charles E. Mauk, Supervisor
Permit Team IV
Permits Section
Industrial and Hazardous Waste Division

CEM/le

cc: TWC District 4 Office — Duncanville
Bill Honker, EPA Region VI — Dallas
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